F troyers had,

'North Vietnam’s territorial
‘waters at all times.

® The Johnson Administra-
ition is completely convinced:
that a second attack followed
n the first and that, there-
ore, the beginning of U.S.
aerial bombardment of North
Vietnam’s soil was a justified

response. :
Morse Unconvinced
But Morse emerged from

McNamara
Denies Attack

the Committee room wuncon-
vinced: “It was perfectly clear
ithat we were there with ships
that never should have been
.there when the Administra-
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every legal right” to patrol]
jand stayed strictly outside of ]r

|Joy on Aug. 2 and 4, 1964, and; 1964, that there was no con.|

|Part of Patrol

ipart of a “De Soto patrol” op--, McNamara acknowledge d[

“intelligence sources” that " i

; : .| McNamara acknowle d ged
North Yletlgmkp ltaﬁl ne& én (ald_i, that he assured the Foréignj
vance to attse e U.S. de | Relations Committes Anx o
stroyers Maddox and Turner| w Lommiilee Aug. 6,

at one point even monitored,2¢ction between South Viet.|

the North Vietnamese torpedo!famese naval activity and the

boats statin “the had ourjpatrol action of the U.S. ves-i|
ships 11Sn:z1er gattack.}'r’ 'sels. He learned of South Viet-]

/nam’s naval strike only after|
‘appearing beforé the Com-|
The Defense Secretary, for mMittee.

the first time, acknowledged, Confused, Maybe ’
that both U.S. destroyers were'

eration authorized in 1962 to that there have been “persist.
use “visual and electronic Nt duestions” as to whether
means” to detect North Viet- OF not there ever was an at.
nam’s “military activity and fack on U.S. vessels on Aug. 4
environmental conditions.” ;0 warrant the U.S. aerial re-|

Was Provoked

By Warren Unna
Washington' Post Staff Writer

Secretary  of Defense
Robert” S. McNamara as-
sailed yesterday as “mon-
strous” the suggestion that
the Johnson Administration
engaged in a “conspiracy”
during the Gulf of Tonkin
erisis to escalate the Viet.
nam war,. "

McNamara testified for
nearly seven grueling hours
n closed session. before the
Senate Foreign Relations Com-.
mittee which is investigating
the 1964 Gulf of Tonkin inci-
dent, o

Reactions to the Defense
3ecretary’s statement ranged|
rom sharp skepticism on the
bart of Administration war
critics Sens. J. William Ful.
bright (D-Ark.) and Wayne
Morse (D-Ore.) to warmly ex-
bressed satisfaction by Frank
Lausche (D-Ohio).

In essence, the Sceretary

declared:
. ®* Two US. destroyers, on
intelligence patrol off the
North Vietnamese coast 3%
years ago, did nothing to pro-
voke an enemy’ attack |
were operating absolutely In
dependently of a Scuth Vigt~
hamese mnaval operatiown
against North Vietnam
‘1sla.nds. The South Vietnamese
action was underway at the
same time. .

ministratj ew
Approved For Release 500"1’70#)% § iR’-RﬁP

tion knew that South Vietnam,

But he emphasized. that the' taliation. |

“equipped, and men that we

with b 0 a t s that we had

had trained, were about to
bombard North Vietnam is-
lands . . . It was constructive
aggression on our part . .. The
North Vietnamese had every
reason to fear what we were’
doing.” .

Sen. John Sherman Cooper
(R-Ky.), after hearing McNa-
mara, said in “hindsight,” he.
now thought Congress “acted
hastily on insufficient evi-.
dence” in voting a 1964 Ton-
kin = Resolution which sup-
ported the President in tak-
ing all necessary measures

agalnst North Vietnam to re- |
See TONKIN, Al4, Col. 1 1

Text of Secretary Mc:
Namara’s , statement, on |

- Gulf of Tonkin incidents.
v wrempfu shiPhge A33. ‘

vl M

pel  ftx attacks upon K U.S.
forces. .

Fulbright took issue with
what he termed McNamara’s
suddenly raised “contention”
that U.S. warships had not in-
vaded North Vietnam’s terri-
torial waters at the Gulf of

operations were confined to _ He said the questioners may i
“international watexs” ip have been confused by an-|
“open patrols” which avolded other Gulfwo_mg Tonkin incident,
“srovocative actions.” T ¢éh §ept. 18, in which the U.S,
In the first incident, on Aug. — _. -
2, 1964, McNamara sald the = ¢ d ‘
Maddox, when 28 miles off fhe | destroyers Morton and Ed-
No rth’ Vietnamese co®t: fn war&s' reported themselves un-
daylight, was attacked by |der night attack but “no cred-

three enemy torpedo boats_’ible evidence” ever was pro-

!
|

firing “at least threc duced
torpedoes” and using machine ‘Monstrous’ Suggestion
B e added that planes McNamara concluded his-

from the U.S, aircraft earrier
Ticonderoga repelled the at-
tack and either sank or . t
damaged the attacking boats.jtion that, in some way, the
After the first attack, the|Government of the United
U.S. Administration thought, States induced the incident
North Vietnam_ gigh jon Auig."4 with the intent of
made a “miscalegila ? .
impulsive act” an _
response to a stern warning
the next day, Aug. 3.

statement by saying:
“I must address the sugges-

pfov&ding an excuse to take.
L retaliatory action which we,
In the second Gulf of Ton-

kin incident A 4 M in fact; took. I can only char-:
1 = | . s » ‘
N:m:rl'gl si:}d %l;th l:jgefstr},yefs |acterize stich insinuations as
were some 60 to 65 miles off |MONStrous. . |
the North Vietnamese coast at|| McNamara said he fo“rl‘)ddlt:
night when the Maddox radar||“inconceivable that. ‘anybos y!
screen detected high speed|jeven rgmotely famlharfwlth|
surface approaches indicating |our society and system o gov-|
“an attack appeared im.||ernment could suspect the;
minent.” lexistence of a conspu'acyl

He said messgpes from the||which would include almost,|

Tmiars’s testimony “a compell-

“‘he had heard nothing to

Tonkin because at the time
North Vietnam’s territorial
waters extended only three
miles out, not the 12 miles it
later claimed.

g

mation of a very highly classi-
fied nature” removed all
doubt that “af attack on the
destroyers ‘had in fact
occurred,

B

merous ' conferences on the

But Lausche termed McNa. proper response during thic

ing case.” And Sen. Bourke
B. Hickenlooper (R-Iowa) said

'the air strike on North Viet.
‘namese soil,” McNamara de-
clared. N

On the timing of the U.S.
response, McNamara disclosed
that he was unaware that at
boat bases and other installa- the time the U.S. vessels were
tions. ; jattacked for the second time,

McNamara, mﬁtesumon,v )

change his earlier support of
the U.S. military retaliation
against North Vietnamese PT

yesterday, said thaf _the. Ad- |sels were also

destroyers plus “other infor.|

if not all, the entire chain of!

Washington, which held nu-|'

tense period, then decided onI %and the President of the

South Vietnamese naval ves.|

military command in the Pa-
cific, the chairman of the
Joint Thiefs of Staff. the Joint
‘Chiefs, the Secretary of De-

:fense and his chief civilian as-
isistants, the Secretary of State

United States.”
" McNamara was severely
criticized by Chairman F\}L
bright yesterday for permit
‘ting his 21-page statement be-
fore a closed session of the
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Commlttee toﬁ)e t
to reporters j 'Y w hours
at the Pentagon. H

3 :"' Namara's office counter-
& that The Secretary decided

st FEBTish his Testimony after
Fulbrxght said ‘this violated|Seeing on the Tufich-hour news.

ticker that one committee
a speqlflc committee request member, Sen, Eugene McCar-
to MeNamara fo hold up all thy (D-Wis.), a leading eritic
publjcation until the F‘hearmgs of the Administration's Viet-
|weré ' completed. = Fulbright nam policy, had reported Me-
sald McNamaras written state-'Namara as having testified
‘|ment—which is ‘all that re-|that the U.S. destroyers had
‘|porters had available—doésn't|indeed penetrated North Viet-
1“tell the WQOIE SEOII‘Y bY any nam’s 12- mlle térritorial hm
means.” = g “SEWLS,
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